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SUBJECT: ADMINISTRATIVE INCIDENT SUMMARY 


This information is being forwarded to you to ascertain adherence to policy and 
procedure, tactical considerations, and training needs assessment. 
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COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 
SHERIFF’S DEPARTMENT 


HIT SHOOTING 
EVALUATION 


UNIT: East Los Angeles 
DATE: February 23, 1999 
TIME: 1855 hours 
LOCATION: E. Hubbard Street, East Los Angeles 
URN 4: 099-02571-0286-056 
IAB 4: SH1246521 
NATURE OF Deputies responded to an attempt suicide call and were 
INCIDENT: confronted with an armed suspect in his front yard. Deputies 
* ordered the suspect to drop his knives. They deployed less lethal 
weapons. The suspect reacted by yelling at the deputies to kill 


him. He then threw one knife at a group of deputies causing 
several deputies to fire several rounds fatally injuring the suspect. 


COMPLETED BY: Henry M. Romero 
Internal Affairs Bureau 
DATE: July 1, 1999 


Los A_eles County Sheriff's Dep; ment 
Officer Involved Shooting 
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fi East Los Angeles Station 
Incident information 

UE 099-02571-0286-056 pur 2/23/99 Ti: 1900 

City or Station: Nature of incident: Deputies respond to 902A call and are confronted | 

with the armed suspect in his front yard. Deputies order the 

suspect to drop the knives. Suspect yells at deputies to kill him and 

throws one knife at a group of deputies, deputies fired several 


East Los Angeles 
Location: Ш Hubbard Street 
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Rollout Information 


Method Type of Injury Body Part Injured 
(AW) Awen 
Baton:(Contro) (AD) Abdomen 
(в) Baton:(Impact) 
Bodily Fluids. 
(CN) Canine 
(CR) Carotid Restraint 
(CH) — Choke Hold 
(CT) — Control Hokds:(Control Techniques) 
(TT) — Control Holds:(Team Takedown) 
(TD) — Control Holds:(Takedown) 
(CE) Chemical 
(OC) Chemical Agents (OC Spray) 1 
(TG) Chemical Agents (Tear Gas) (TP) Restraint Device:Hobbie (TARP) 
(EX) Explosives (RE) Restraint Device: REACT Вей 
(FH) Firearm (Handgun) (SP) Sap 
(FR) Firearm (Rifle) (SH) Shield 
(FS) Firearm (Shotgun) (SG) 37mm Stinger 
(FO) Firearm (Other) (SB) Sting Ball 
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О) О) Mossbe ГА) Taurus 
08) Баны Industries (NC) мага SKS (МЕ) Woathorby (S 9mm GA) 243 caliber (4) 410 guage 
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Employee Last Name First Name MI. 
EL Guerrero John 
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H B-1 ELA 23 
[ShiftTime (circle only one): — | ShiftType (circle only one): т ‘Substance Used: 
GD оу Е ом» oow Intoxication/Drug Usage? 
d Ad °C) Hospital Name: Coroner Case? Ке | Interv " 
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INVESTIGATIVE SUMMARY 


INVESTIGATIVE SUMMARY 


Tuesday, February 23, 1999, Sergeant’s Henry Romero and Anthony Ward and Lieutenant Willa 
Glover of the Internal Affairs Bureau, responded to the unincorporated area of East Los Angeles to 
investigate an officer involved shooting by East Los Angeles Station personnel resulting in the suspect’s 
death. Homicide Lieutenant Don Bear briefed the responding personnel. This review of the incident is 
based on the briefing, witness interviews, shooter deputy interviews, 911 tape, and related reports 
(099-02751-0286-056) contained in this use of force review. 


SYNOPSIS OF INCIDENT 

Deputies responded to the location regarding “an attempt suicide call.” Before the deputies arrived, 
they received additional information stating the “man was attempting to kill himself with a knife and had 
locked himself in the bathroom." The informant was the suspect’ sj Deputies encountered the 
armed, injured suspect and attempted to disarm him by using less lethal tools. The subject escalated 

the encounter by assaulting the deputies with a knife. The deputies responded with deadly force fatally 
wounding the suspect. 


SUSPECT 

Juan Ricardo Close (DOB - 6/05/63) was a five-feet six-inch, one-hundred and twenty-eight pound 
male, who was despondent (under the influence of his emotions) over the loss of his employment and 
his perceived inability to provide for his family. On the day of the incident he was attempting suicide by 


cutting his neck and wrist with a kitchen knife. Close iy was not under 


the influence of alcohol or drugs on the day of the incident. 


DEPUTIES 


BERARDI, 
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PRELUDE TO THE SHOOTING INCIDENT 


Tuesday, February 23, 1999, at 1830 hours, Informant/Witness (FH/DOB - 
am ), the suspect’s IM. arrived home from 


work. She entered her home hoping her |, the suspect, had picked ир their daughter from day 
care, according to their discussion earlier that afternoon. When she entered her home, the house was 
quiet. She believed her [J and their daughter were hiding, as this was а common game played 
between them, so she began searching for them. However, when she entered the hallway, she noticed 
the bathroom door was closed and the carpet in front of the bathroom was soaked in water. She tried 
opening the door, but it was locked. She knocked, calling out her ШЕШ. name, but received no 
response. She continued knocking, calling out her Ps name and inquiring about their daughter. 
Suspect Close finally opened the door revealing a bleeding cut on the left side of his neck. 
Additionally, he was holding a kitchen knife with about a six-inch blade. He appeared to have been 
crying as evidenced by his red eyes. 


She asked him what was wrong and he replied he was out of work and did not know what to do about 

his inability to contribute to the family finances. She tried assuring him their financial situation was fine, 
however, he appeared extremely depressed and again closed the bathroom door. This frightened 

Witness so she dialed 911 to request for paramedics to respond to her residence. 


At 1850 hours East Los Angeles Station desk personnel received a 9-1-1 call from Witness | ] 

She reported that her [J had barricaded himself in the bathroom and was killing himself by 
sticking a knife into his neck. The East Los Angeles Station 911 operator transferred the call to the 

Los Angeles County Fire and Paramedics 911 operator. Both Departments dispatched personnel to 

the location. The East Los Angeles Station 911 operator sent the call as “ап attempt suicide call,” with 
a further update stating the suspect was attempting to kill himself with a knife and was barricaded in the 
bathroom. Fire dispatched the call as a psychological rescue with an update to be careful because the 
patient had a knife. 


East Los Angeles Units 24 (Deputies Brookwell and Romero #). 25B (Deputies Wellendorf 
AEN and Bright MM), and 20S (Sergeant Berardi) all acknowledged the call. Unit 25B 
immediately advised Sheriff's Communication Center (SCC) their response would be delayed as they 
wer . Unit 23A (Deputies = and Guerrero) was a few 
blocks west of the location so they assigned themselves to the call and advised the handling unit, who 
was coordinating the responding units to the call, that they were also en route. 


Unit 24, who was a few blocks east of the location, advised Unit 23A that it appeared they would be 
arriving simultaneously. Additionally, Deputy Brookwell inquired whether they had a stun bag shotgun 
available. When Unit 23 replied affirmatively, he asked them to arm themselves with it in case they 
needed it. 


LA.B. Note: The stun bag shotgun is a regular 12-gauge shotgun with a stock painted yellow 
that distinguishes it from the regular shotgun, which has a brown wooden stock. 
It deploys a blue 124"x 174" beanbag, filled with pellets, from a 12-gauge 
shotgun shell. The velocity of the beanbag is 170 ft/sec. 


Unit 24 arrived first. Brookwell parked his marked black and white along the north curb line two 
houses east of the location. While waiting for the second unit, Brookwell asked East Los Angeles 
Station desk personnel to call the informant back and ask her to step outside. After a few attempts, 
desk personnel said someone kept hanging up the phone inside the location, therefore they were unable 
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to speak to anyone. Guerrero, who was driving Unit 23A, drove past the location and parked along 
the south curb line stopped his radio car about one house east of the location. As Brookwell, 
Romero, Guerrero and | | exited their radio cars, they heard a woman yelling frantically. None of 
the deputies could discern what was being said, however, they believed the frantic sounding voice was 
coming from the location of the incident so they began walking toward the house. a went to the 
trunk of his radio car, retrieved the stun bag shotgun, loaded a round into the chamber and joined the 
other deputies. The deputies took cover behind two cars parked directly in front of the house. 
Suddenly, Witness J exited her home and stood on the stoop in front of her home as she spoke, in 
Spanish, to someone within her home. Both Guerrero and Romero speak fluent Spanish and they 
asked Witness is to walk toward them. Witness | complied. Deputy Romero took her and 
led her east away from the location. The remaining three deputies, Guerrero, i and Brookwell, 
through the front curtains of the home, could see the suspect pacing inside. The suspect suddenly 
walked outside, and from the front stoop, began yelling at the deputies. The three deputies could see 
the suspect bleeding from cuts to his neck and wrist. The deputies could see the suspect holding a large 
butcher knife in his right hand and two or three smaller kitchen knives in his left hand. They began 
issuing commands to him, in both Spanish and English, to drop the knives. 


LA.B. Note: The items in the left hand turned out to be a nine-inch steak knife and a pair of 
large scissors. The knife in his right hand had an eight-inch blade and an 
overall length of thirteen inches. 


SHOOTING INCIDENT 

Deputy Brookwell continued giving the suspect commands, in English, to drop the knives. The suspect 
did not comply, nevertheless, he walked down from the front stoop and onto the walkway that led from 
the house to the sidewalk. Deputy Guerrero gave the same commands in Spanish. The suspect finally 
responded verbally, in Spanish, by accusing Guerrero and the other deputies of being there to hurt 
him. He told Guerrero he was not going to drop the knives because he wanted to kill himself. 
Guerrero reassured him they were there to help him, however, they needed him to drop the knives. 
Meanwhile, Witness | who was with Deputy Romero, just east of the location, also yelled at her 
ШЕШ © drop the knives. The suspect however, did not comply. The suspect appeared agitated by 
the entire incident as evidenced by the fact he began waving the knives around as he began walking 
toward the open chain link gate. 


deploy the stun bag shotgun. Deputy who was standing in the street next to the left front section 
of the first parked vehicle, fired three stun bag shots at the suspect. He directed his shots at the 
suspect’s upper torso, however, they did not affect the suspect. БЕЙ fired the fourth stun bag. This 
one affected the suspect as it sent him down to his knees. Still, the suspect retained possession of the 
knives. 


Upon seeing the suspect closing the "ü between them, Deputy Brookwell told Deputy Ml to 


When the suspect stood up, Guerrero again attempted to gain the suspect's cooperation by asking him 
to drop the knives. The suspect responded by telling Guerrero, “If you guys don't kill me, I am going 
to kill you.” Witness continued yelling at her шш to drop the knives but the suspect did not 
comply even with his s request. Upon seeing the suspect's reaction to the stun bags, Brookwell 
decided they needed another less lethal device with more knockdown power, so he requested, over his 
radio, for Sergeant Berardi to respond to their location, code three (lights and sirens), with the 
ARWEN (Anti Riot Weapon ENfield) he carried in his car. Berardi acknowledged the request stating 
he was right down the street and responding. 
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LA.B. Note: The ARWEN deploys a four inch rubber baton at a speed of 250 ft/sec and 
delivers more kinetic energy than the beanbag round. 


By this time, Unit 22A, Deputies Larry Moon and Dean Lachasse arrived on scene and parked their 
vehicle west of the location. They could see the suspect standing in the yard waving knives at the other 
deputies while the deputies were trying to garner the suspect’s compliance by asking him to drop the 
knives. Upon seeing them, Deputy Mill left the cover of the vehicle and approached them to ascertain 
whether they had another stun bag shotgun available. They said they did not, however, Lachasse said 
he had stun bag rounds in his radio car so he took possession of the stun bag shotgun from MM ran 
back to his car, and loaded the shotgun with four fresh stun bag rounds. He returned the stun bag 
shotgun to [J who returned to his original position of cover behind the parked car. Deputies Moon 
and Lachasse stood near the middle of the street, almost directly across from the open chain link gate, 
with their guns drawn. Moon also began yelling at the suspect to drop the knives. 


Unit 23, Deputies Edwin Alvarez and Richard Ruiz El. arrived on scene as this stun bag 

shotgun transaction between the deputies was occurring. They also parked west of the location and 
observed the suspect standing in the yard waving the knives at the other deputies. They also noticed 

the other deputies attempting to gain the suspect’s compliance by telling him to drop the knives. But the 
suspect did not comply. Alvarez walked to the rear of his radio car and began communicating with 
Sergeant Berardi, via his hand-held radio. He told Berardi they had a suspect with a knife, everyone 
had their guns drawn, and they were ordering the suspect to drop the knife. Berardi acknowledged 

the information and advised Alvarez he needed someone to get the ARWEN out of the trunk of his car 
the minute he arrived. 


Meanwhile, Deputy {J continued to cover the suspect with the stun bag shotgun as the suspect 
continued waving the knives menacingly at the deputies from within the yard. The suspect failed to 
heed the deputies’ request to drop the knives. When the suspect started advancing toward them again, 
ШШ deployed two more stun bag rounds that did not appear to affect the suspect. J fired two 

more stun bag rounds and these two rounds knocked the suspect down onto his buttocks. However, 

the suspect continued to maintain control of the knives. mm believing he no longer had any more stun 
bag rounds, retrieved his oleoresin capsicum (O.C.) spray and deployed it at the suspect while the 
suspect was still down. Ml closed the distance between the suspect and himself by walking in front 
of the parked car, to increase the effective range of the spray. The spray, however, seemed ineffective 
because the suspect stood up more enraged and began screaming, “kill me." 


LA.B. Note: Most of the deputy witnesses recalled [J firing a second volley of four stun 
bag rounds, however, physical evidence at the scene suggests he only fired 
three rounds the second time. The stun bag shotgun was checked after the 
incident and it still had one live stun bag round in the chamber. Additionally, 
only seven expended shotgun rounds, seven stun bags and seven shotgun shell 
waddings were located at the scene. 


LA.B. Note: The coroner's office did not find any O.C. spray on the suspect's face. The 
effective range is less than ten feet. | | was about fifteen feet away from the 
suspect when he deployed the spray. 


Sergeant Berardi arrived seconds before J began deploying the stun bag, unbeknownst to him, for 
the second time. Deputies Alvarez and Ruiz, who were attempting to retrieve the ARWEN form the 
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trunk of the sergeant’s car, heard the deployment of the stun bag shotgun so both abandoned their task 
of retrieving the ARWEN. 


Suspect Close, after being shot with a second volley of stun bag rounds, stood up and screamed “kill 
me.” He took the large knife he had in his right hand, turned it around so he was now grasping the 
blade of the knife, and raised his arm up as if he were winding up to throw the knife. His eyes seemed 
to be fixated on Deputy Guerrero who was the deputy speaking Spanish to him. All the deputies 
believed the suspect was about to throw the large knife at either Deputy mm or Guerrero. 
Guerrero, fearing for his personnel safety began discharging his firearm at the suspect. Brookwell, 
who was next to Guerrero also felt his personal safety threatened so he discharged his firearm at the 
suspect. Deputies i Lachasse, Moon, Alvarez and Sergeant Berardi all feared the suspect was 
attempting to kill a deputy sheriff so they fired their weapons in defense of Guerrero, Za and 
Brookwell. Although the deputies began firing at the suspect just before he threw the knife, he 
completed the throw narrowly missing Deputy Guerrero. The suspect threw the knife with such force 
it caromed off the windshield of the parked car, landing on the sidewalk across the street, 
approximately fifty feet from the suspect. 


The suspect was struck several times by the gunfire. However, when he fell, he maintained possession 
of the knife and scissors in his left hand. Deputies tactically approached the suspect, removed the 
remaining weapons and handcuffed him. Paramedics, who were already on the scene, were called up, 
to give the suspect medical attention. They administered CPR and transported the suspect to Los 
Angeles County Medical Center where he succumbed to his injuries. Dr. Eckstein pronounced him 
dead at 1942 hours. 


WITNESS INTERVIEWS 

Regarding this incident, investigators interviewed a total of 85 people: seven deputy sheriff's who fired 
their weapons, two deputy sheriff's who witnessed the incident, six Los Angeles County Fire and 
Paramedic personnel, one ambulance driver and sixty-nine civilian witnesses, which included the 
suspect’s Mill 


Los Angeles County Paramedic Unit, Squad #3, arrived simultaneously with the first two radio cars but 
the three paramedics in the squad remained at the corner of Eastmont Avenue and Hubbard Street 
where they witnessed the entire incident. The three paramedics saw the suspect with knives in his 
hands and heard the deputies tell Suspect Close to put down the knives. They saw Deputy pond fire 
two volleys of stun bags at the suspect. Although the suspect reacted to the stun bags, he maintained 
possession of the knives. Finally, two of the three paramedics saw the suspect make a throwing 

motion and one actually saw Suspect Close throw a knife at the deputies. They all saw the deputies 
discharging their firearms. The other three firefighters arrived in their engine moments before the 
shooting. Two witnessed the deputies firing their handguns at the suspect but have no idea what 
hastened the firing. The last firefighter, who was wearing a headset to protect his hearing, was oblivious 
to the incident and faintly heard what he perceived to be firecrackers. 


An ambulance attendant also witnessed most of the incident from his vantage point. He parked behind 
the paramedic squad and saw the suspect with a large knife. The deputies attempted to disarm him by 
deploying the stun bag shotgun. Finally, he saw the suspect throw the knife at the deputies and the 
deputies discharging their firearms. 


Sixty-nine citizens were contacted. (This included the suspect’s [J however, her statements are 
detailed in the following paragraph.) Twenty-five witnesses did not see or hear anything and six people 
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refused to cooperate with investigators. That left thirty-seven who either heard or saw some part of the 
incident. Of those thirty-seven, only ten witnesses heard the deputies ordering the suspect to drop or 
throw the knife. Only six witnesses actually saw the knife or scissors and only two witnesses saw the 
suspect throw the knife at the deputies. Three witnesses said they saw the actual shooting and the 
remaining witnesses all heard the shooting. Only two of the previous witnesses saw the deployment of 
the stun bag shotgun. However, they mistook it for a real shotgun. Lastly, two witnesses heard 
Suspect Close tell the deputies, “kill me.” 


Mrs. heard her [J tell the deputies, “kill me.” She also heard the deputies talking to Mr. 
Close asking him to put the knives down. Mrs also begged her [J to put the knife down. 
Mrs. J said when she first confronted her in the bathroom, he had one small kitchen knife. 
When he was backing her out of the house she noticed, in addition to the knife, he also had a pair of 
scissors in his other hand. She said when she saw her [J outside, he was holding a bigger knife 
than the one she originally saw him with inside the house. She also assumed the stun bag shotgun was a 
real shotgun. She saw the deputies deploy it and her [J reacting to it. However, he never 
dropped the knives. She did not see her [Jj throw the knife nor did she see the deputies firing 
their weapons. 


Three paramedics, the ambulance attendant, the two witness deputies and two citizens provided 
statements consistent with the deputies involved in the shooting. The remaining witnesses never saw a 
knife, however, physical evidence at the scene suggests the suspect was armed with knives and in fact 
threw one of them at the deputies. The witnesses’ individual perceptions of the incident varied 
differently depending on their vantage point and when they began to view the incident. Some witnesses 
saw the “unarmed” suspect fall to the ground and as a result felt the shooting was unwarranted. 


A couple of witnesses stated they saw Mr. Close put his hands behind his head, as if giving up, but 
these accounts were not consistent with other witness statements and/or physical evidence. 


1.A.B. Note: Individual summaries of witnesses’ names and statements can be found in the 
Homicide book (Exhibit E). 


INJURIES 

None of the deputies sustained any injuries. The suspect sustained fifteen gunshot wounds: fourteen 
recovered 9mm projectiles and one piece of shrapnel. The fatal round perforated the aorta and 
lacerated the right atrium. A second round that entered the left thigh was categorized as potentially 
fatal. 


The suspect also had self inflicted incised wounds on both sides of his neck and on his left wrist 
indicative of an attempt at suicide. 


The suspect also had several abrasions and contusions on his upper torso, left arm and top of the head 
caused by the stun bag rounds. 


SUSPECT’S WEAPON 
The suspect threw a large butcher knife with an approximate overall length of twelve inches. He had a 
second smaller nine inch steak knife and large barber scissors in his left hand. 


DEPUTY'S WEAPON 
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Deputies who fired 9mm rounds were all armed with Department issued Beretta pistols. The stun bag 
shotgun deployed the Department issued stun bag rounds. All weapons were inspected by Homicide 
investigators to ascertain the number of rounds fired by each deputy. All weapons were also sent to the 
crime lab, test fired and returned to the deputies. All were in good operating condition. 


INVESTIGATOR’S NOTES 

In tactics terms, “Precipitous Acts” are those acts or omissions that either cause or contribute to a 
series of events that have expected consequences or outcomes. For example, “Non-Compliant 
Behavior” on the part of a person to be detained or arrested will many times increase the probability of 
an “Escalation of Force” by the responding law enforcement officer(s); and thus, increase the 
probability of injury to either the subject or the arresting officer(s).' 


In this case, Suspect Close acted in the following manner: 


1. He attempted suicide by cutting his neck and wrist with a knife, causing injury to himself 
(intervicw vit _ 


2. He barricaded himself in his restroom, thereby distressing his and causing her to summon 
paramedics to aid him (interview with Ml ). 

3. He backed his | out of their home while holding a knife in his hand (interview with E. 

). 

4. Не came outside and confronted the deputies armed with two kitchen knives and a pair of 
scissors (deputies — И interview, paramedic and ambulance attendant 
interviews). 

8; He refused to drop the weapons even though several deputies, armed with handguns, ordered 


him to comply (witness interviews, deputies interviews, | interview, paramedic 
and ambulance attendant interviews). 


6. He begins to walk from the front stoop toward the deputies (deputies interviews, | —* 3 
=] interview, paramedic and ambulance attendant interviews). 


Т: When he was shot with the first four stun bag rounds, he continued refusing to drop the knives 
and scissors (witness interviews, deputies interviews, i interview, paramedic 
and ambulance attendant interviews). 


8. Instead of staying down, from the first "x of stun bag rounds, he stood back up (witness 


interviews, deputies interviews, interview, paramedics and ambulance 
attendant interviews). 


9. Again, he begins closing the gap between himself and the deputies (deputies interviews). 


! From Tyisha Miller — Riverside Police Department Tactical Analysis, Curtis J. Cope, Lieutenant, 


Huntington Beach Police Department (Retired). 
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10. A second volley of stun bag rounds is deployed and the suspect still refuses to drop knives 
although he is knocked down (witness interviews, deputies interviews, a 


interview, paramedics and ambulance attendant interviews). 


1l. Suspect begins screaming at deputies, “kill me” EE interview, witness 
interviews, deputies interviews). 


12. Suspect throws knife at deputies (witness interviews, deputies interviews, paramedics and 
ambulance attendant interviews). 


Deputies Actions: 
Deputies were summoned to an attempt suicide call. They were additionally informed the suspect was 


armed with a knife and barricaded himself in his restroom. They began thinking tactically as evidenced 
by their coordinated response and the initial plan to avail themselves of a stun bag shotgun should the 
need arise to deploy it (radio traffic and deputies interviews). 


They hear п frantic remarks and remove her from the problem area. However, because the 
incident is very fluid and fast evolving, with the | attempting to reinsert herself in the fracas, one 
deputy is tasked with keeping her away. This becomes a disadvantage as the deputies receive no 
additional information about the situation. 


They are confronted with a man, obviously despondent, and intent on killing himself. He is armed with 
knives and waving them around at the deputies (violation of penal code section 417(a)(1) - displaying a 
weapon in a rude or threatening manner). If the suspect drops the weapons, the problem is over, 
however, he continues to be non compliant so it continues. 


The following actions by the deputies appear to demonstrate their assessment that the incident is a high 
risk situation that can change within seconds, to a deadly force situation. The armed deputies attempt 

to disarm the suspect through verbal commands and a show of force. When the suspect closes the gap 

by walking down from the front stoop, one deputy escalates to less lethal force, by deploying four stun 
bag rounds. Again, if the suspect drops the weapons, the problem is over, however, he continues to be 
non compliant so it continues. 


Deputies recognize the need for a better less lethal weapon so they request for the ARWEN, which has 
more kinetic energy, therefore, more knockdown power. Before it arrives, because of the suspect's 
actions, closing the gap between himself and the deputies, the deputy armed with the stun bag deploys it 
again. Although the suspect falls, he gets back up. Had he remained down and dropped the knives, 

the problem would have ended. The same deputy who fired the stun bag then leaves cover, closes the 
gap between himself and the suspect and deploys oleoresin capsicum spray. He believes the spray 
reaches his target, the suspect's face, however, the suspect does not react to it. 


The suspect then changes the circumstances. He escalates his force by throwing the butcher knife at 
the deputies. The situation went from displaying a weapon in a threatening manner to assault with a 
deadly weapon on a peace officer (violation of penal code section 245 (C)). The deputies responded 
with deadly force in defense of themselves and/or their partners. 


This incident, from time of deputy arrival to the shooting situation, lasted two minutes and fifty-seven 
seconds. It was very fluid incident. Additionally, the circumstances were dictated by the suspect's 
actions since he did not comply with the deputies’ orders to drop the knives. 
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Public’s Perception 
Many of the witnesses never saw a knife so their perception was that the deputies shot and killed an 


unarmed suspect. They also did not understand why deputies responded to the call since the informant 
requested paramedics. Los Angeles County Fire and Paramedics respond to psychological calls but 
will not make contact with the patient unless the patient is unarmed. In this case, they were informed 
that the suspect was armed with a knife. As has been their past practice, they waited for deputies to 
respond to stabilize the situation before handling the patient. 


Another question by the general public was why was not the Department’s Mental Evaluation Team 
summoned to handle the crisis instead of regular patrol deputies. Since the M.E.T. is comprised of a 
deputy and a civilian, they are generally summoned, by the field deputies, once the situation is stabilized 
and the patient is in custody. They are not tasked with handling fluid and dangerous situations. 


Many of the witnesses questioned why the “obviously dead” suspect was transported to the hospital. 
The allegation, by the public, was that this was done to cover up misconduct. Paramedics, who were at 
the scene, responded to the downed suspect seconds after he was handcuffed. They found the suspect 
in agonal breathing. Therefore, they immediately attempted life saving measures as required by their 
policy. 


Much of the public also did not perceive the situation as “deadly” since the suspect was “only armed 
with a knife.” Part of this perception comes from the fact that the knife is a utensil utilized everyday by 
homemakers, students, husbands and even children. It is not associated with death like a firearm might 
be. It has many common uses and the public feels a general comfort and ease in handling this utensil 
that has many daily uses. This is the same problem that occurs when the suspect arms himself with 
common everyday articles, which when misused, can cause great bodily injury or death. 


The situation could have been averted had the suspect complied with the deputies commands to drop 
the knife. Deputies employed less lethal tactics to resolve the situation, however, they were obviously 
not successful. The suspect had several opportunities to de-escalate the situation. He chose not to and 
the end result is a tragic one for the family, community, deputies and Department. 


LOS ANGELES COUNTY SHERIFF'S DEPARTMENT MANUAL OF POLICY AND 
PROCEDURES, JULY 1997 


3-01/025.30 Use of Firearms and Deadly Force 
The Department's policy on use of firearms and deadly force is: 


- Discharging a firearm at another human being is an application of deadly force and must, therefore, 


be objectively reasonable. Each deputy discharging a firearm must establish independent reasoning for 
using deadly force. 


- Department members may use deadly force in self-defense or in the defense of others, only when 
they reasonably believe that death or serious physical injury is about to be inflicted upon themselves or 
others. 
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- Department members may use deadly force to effect the arrest or prevent the escape ofa fleeing 
felon only when they have probable cause to believe that the suspect represents a significant threat of death 
or serious physical injury to the member or other person(s). If feasible, members shall identify themselves 
and state their intention to shoot before firing at a fleeing felon. 


- Theuse of firearms against fleeing or approaching vehicles has proven to be generally ineffective 
and inherently dangerous. Department members shall not fire ata moving vehicle, whether to disable the 
vehicle or to stop the suspect, unless they have probable cause to believe that the suspect represents an 
immediate threat of death or serious physical injury to the deputies or other person(s). Members shall take 
into account the location, vehicular and pedestrian traffic and any hazard to innocent persons before firing 
atamoving vehicle. Department members shall not place themselves or remain in the path ofa moving 
vehicle. 


- The firing of warning shots is inherently dangerous. They should not be fired except under the most 
compelling circumstances. Warning shots may be fired in an effort to stop a person only when the 
Department member is authorized to use deadly force, and ifthe member reasonably believes a warning 
shot can be fired safely in light of all the circumstances of the encounter. 


3-01/025.00 Use Of Force 
This section reinforces the Department's Core Values concerning reverence for human life. 


Force is defined as any physical effort used to control or restrain another, or to overcome the resistance 
of another. 


Department members are authorized to use only that amount of force that is objectively reasonable to 
perform their duties. "Objectively reasonable" means that Department members shall evaluate each 
situation requiring the use of force in light ofthe known circumstances, including, but not limited to, the 
seriousness of the crime, the level of threat or resistance presented by the subject, or the danger to the 
community, in determining the necessity for force and the appropriate level of force. Department members 
maintain the right to self-defense and deputy personnel have a duty to protect the lives of others. 


3-01/025.10 Unreasonable Force 

Department members shall use only that force which is objectively reasonable. Unreasonable force is that 
force that is unnecessary or excessive given the circumstances presented to Department members at the 
time the force is applied. Unreasonable force is prohibited. The use of unreasonable force will subject 
Department members to discipline and/or prosecution. 


Head strikes with an impact weapon are prohibited unless circumstances justify the use of deadly 
2-06/060.20 Mental Evaluation Team (MET) 


The Mental Evaluation Team (MET) has been established to assist patrol deputies with contacts involving 
the mentally ill, suicide attempts or gravely disabled persons. Ifthe person qualifies under 5150 WIC, the 


MET unit upon arrival will relieve the patrol deputy of the individual, arrange placement and transport the 

individual to the identified appropriate facility. The MET deputy will prepare the "Application for 

Evaluation" (MH-302). The station handling deputy will prepare a brief SH-R-49, alleged mentally ill 
erson, and book any confiscated weapons. 
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rce. 


The MET also: 


Provides supplemental crisis intervention techniques to defuse potentially volatile situatio 
- Acts as liaison to community and judicial agencies, 

- Prepares appropriate documentation to assist custodial agencies in the placement of the mentally 
ill, 

Gives court testimony regarding the mental health or emotional stability of clients. 


MET units consist ofa deputy sheriff and a Department of Mental Health Clinician, who respond in 
unmarked Sheriff's vehicles. Each vehicle is equipped with a communications radio and a cellular 
telephone. 


PENAL CODE SECTIONS 


835a. Any peace officer who has reasonable cause to believe that the person to be arrested has 
committed a public offense may use reasonable force to effect the arrest, to prevent escape or to overcome 
resistance. 

A peace officer who makes or attempts to make an arrest need not retreat or desist from his efforts 
by reason of the resistance or threatened resistance of the person being arrested; nor shall such officer be 
deemed an aggressor or lose his right to self-defense by the use of reasonable force to effect the arrest or 
to prevent escape or to overcome resistance. 


196. Homicide is justifiable when committed by public officers and those acting by their command in 
their aid and assistance, either -- 


1. In obedience to any judgment of a competent Court; or, 

2. When necessarily committed in overcoming actual resistance to the execution of some legal 
process, or in the discharge of any other legal duty; or, 

3. When necessarily committed in retaking felons who have been rescued or have escaped, or when 


necessarily committed in arresting persons charged with felony, and who are fleeing from justice or resisting 
such arrest. 


197. Homicide is also justifiable when committed by any person in any of the following cases: 
T; When resisting any attempt to murder any person, or to commit a felony, or to do some great 
bodily injury upon any person; or, 

2. When committed in defense of habitation, property, or person, against one who manifestly intends 
or endeavors, by violence or surprise, to commit a felony, or against one who manifestly intends and 
endeavors, in a violent, riotous or tumultuous manner, to enter the habitation of another for the purpose of| 
offering violence to any person therein; or, 

3. When committed in the lawful defense of such person, or ofa wife or husband, parent, child, 
master, mistress, or servant of such person, when there is reasonable ground to apprehend a design to 
commita felony orto do some great bodily injury, and imminent danger of such design being accomplished; 
butsuch person, orthe person in whose behalfthe defense was made, if he was the assailant or engaged 
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in mutual combat, must really and in good faith have endeavored to decline any further struggle before the 
homicide was committed; or, 

4. When necessarily committed in attempting, by lawful ways and means, to apprehend any person 
for any felony committed, or in lawfully suppressing any riot, or in lawfully keeping and preserving the 
peace. 


198. A bare fear of the commission of any of the offenses mentioned in subdivisions 2 and 3 of Section 
197, to prevent which homicide may be lawfully committed, is not sufficient to justify it. But the 
circumstances must be sufficient to excite the fears ofa reasonable person, and the party killing must have 
acted under the influence of such fears alone. 


CASE LAW 


The "reasonableness" ofa particular use of force must be judged from the perspective of a reasonable 
officer on the scene, rather than with the 20/20 vision of hindsight . . . The 

calculus of reasonableness must embody [490 U.S. 386, 397] allowance for the fact that police officers 
are often forced to make split-second judgments - in circumstances that are tense, uncertain, and rapidly 
evolving - about the amount of force that is necessary in a particular situation. 


As in other Fourth Amendment contexts, however, the "reasonableness" inquiry in an excessive force case 
is an objective one: the question is whether the officers' actions are "objectively reasonable" in light of the 
facts and circumstances confronting them, without regard to their 

underlying intent or motivation. See Scott v. United States, 436 U.S. 128, 137-139 (1978); see also Terry 
v. Ohio, supra, at 21 (in analyzing the reasonableness of a particular search or seizure . . . 


GRAHAM v. CONNOR, 490 U.S. 386 (1989) 490 U.S. 386 
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